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This, sir, you may rely on as being substantially
which I am willing to make solemn affirmation,
Yours, &e.

correct, and ¢,

Si(rHEd J. CI{ES-’ \
Dee. 1Gth, 1837, R NEY,

The same fatuity which centrolled Mr. McEvoy in the precediz
instance, seems to have governed him in the publication of the 1yg
letters in relation to him, that passed between Mr. Proud and Dr. §
Willis Baxley, in March 1836. If the object was to show the spi,ﬁ
which some persons might suppose to have animated the doetor i ag
inquiry, which he knew would be perfectly safe frow him, whethe
the:person, whose letter he could not answer without falling on the
horns of a dilemma, was amenable to the luws of honor—if such ywas
the object, we know of none who are disposed to share, with him or (g
deprive himof the credit of it. It-was not the first instance of asip-
ilar spirit manifested be the doctor, for one had previously occurred,
in relation to another Director, when he was quite sure that his bra.
vado would lcad him into no hazard.  Self-respeet and contempt for
the doctor’s menace, in one mstance, and the same scntiments added t
a well known religious profession in the other were sufficient guaran.
tees to himof the safety with which he might make a dastardly show
of valorin regard to either of the Directors.

. But what becomes of the doctor’s veracity, the question of which
has been so unnecessarily put forward by s friend, Mr. McEvoy,
when be would not venture to deny, what the letter imputes that he
said to General Ridgely, at Annapolis, viz. “that the clerk of the Pen-
itentiary, Mr. McEvoy, would perhaps take a glass of wine or so too
much, as other young men do, but that whoever would say he went
further than tnat, would be guilty of a libel or slander, or words to
that effect.” 1le could nicther deny nér admit, without proving his
own falsehood; and hence the resort to the expedient-letter, which,in
the absence of the Directos to whom it was addressed, was leit at
his house by the former’s worthy compeer, Dr. Reardan. It is cer-
tainly true, as Mr. McEvoy has said, that no answer has ever been
returned. Uvhappily for Mr. McEvoy, no evidence is necessary
to prove the existence of the unfortunate habits aliuded to—if it were,
nothing could be more easy than to show it by his own wrilten admis-
sion; but itis far from the wish of those whom he has so industriously
attempted to calumniate, to extend a knowledge of his failings beyond
the measure of self-defence. And here we close, finally, our partial
notice of his various falsehoods and misrepresentations.

The oral testimony which has been taken by your committee, does
not appear (o us to require much notice. Dr. Basley, Dr. Reardan,
and Mr. Mckivoy, have themselves, by their unwilling answers ©0
Interrogatories, been obliged to disclaim all personal knowledge of
several derogatory imputations upon the authorities of the Penitent!




